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social sense, too, prohibition is not a reform which can be assigned any high priority.
The economic argument is the crux of the case for prohibition. Briefly., the contention is that the State taxes the poor by tempting them to drink ; that the withdrawal of drink will, therefore, automatically enrich the
•	poor and increase their standard of living; and that such
enrichment and improvement will in various ways be of
great economic benefit to the State as a whole.    It may,
in the first place, be noticed that this argument does not,
and validly cannot, concern itself with the rich, since such
of these as drink, cannot be said to be doing any economic
harm to themselves or any considerable economic injury
to the community at large, though their act may be con
sidered immoral.    In any case, their number is small.
As regards the poor, there is undoubtedly a certain amount
of validity in the economic argument; but, here again, the
validity is directly proportionate to the actual enforceabi-
*	lity of the programme of prohibition.    If, by and large,
the effect of prohibition is to divert custom from the
quondam Government shop to the clandestine one pro
vided by the illicit distiller, and, therefore, to make the
poor man pay more money for worse  drink. Government
merely loses its revenue without any corresponding gain
to the income of the poor.    Nor is there any reason to feel
confident that, in those cases where prohibition has actually
resulted in abstinence, the income thus saved is largely
utilized for purposes which can be regarded as of economic
value to the community at large.   Along with drink, have
to be eliminated a number of other equally or more
pernicious objects of expenditure which are attractive to
the common man, before results of enduring value, in the
economic sense, can be expected to be realized.   These,
then, are some of the very substantive    qualifications •
which detract from the force of the economic argument.
As we have already indicated, it is reality and not ideology that must earn priority for a measure of reform. • On this fundamental basis, and from whatever angle viewed—moral, social, or economic —it seems to us that total prohibition cannot, at the present time or in the near future, be accorded anything like such high priority ' as can -justify the loss of a third of the State's revenue, together with the further loss involved in the outlay oil enforcement*',,
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